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« Account for the Rejection of
- 1.8, Proposal for-Cuts

By DREW MIDDUSTON .
CIIEYT - Spectad bo The Naw Yorks Tioy - . -

'WASHINGTON April’ 6—The Soviet’
re)ectlon of United States proposals for, be seen as an attempt to gain pohtlcal
Jlimiting  strategic -weapons deployment s advantages around the world without the
may, be linked to Soviet progress on a ' necessity of war. He does not believe that
“new family of nuclear arms, according;
to. Adm. Stansfield - Tum#r, Dxrector or

Central Intelligenes,: « w70

1 Sources familiar with the bulldup have
asserLed that 15" new weapons systems
-are’in the testing and devellopment stage |
“und that the investment in these .>ystems.

may be as much as $40 billion.”

! Admiral Tumer in an mtervle\w, dxd
not confirm- or_deny these figures, He
that the Vliadivostok
; agreemont of 1974 invelved no significant
- reduction in the number of Soviet strate- |
- gic weapons. The agreement put a ceiling

of 2,400 on the number of strategic mis-
siles and bombers. that each side could |-
possess. This was roughly th" S(wwt -

said, ‘however,.

force level at the time.

Acceptance of the American prﬁnrf»als
for a reduction of the Viadivostok ceiling
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f urer %afs ‘5uch a Fmgram ‘fh 2y

»

. in f:yma is ebbhing.

- = "place in the sun” and is likely to probe
. #nd then push its overseas influence de-
. gpite evident weaknesses at home. ‘

“to 1,800 to 2,000, Admiral Turner mud

would involve major cuts in the Soviet
Union's weapons program with conse-

quent economic dislocation.
Muclear Weapons Parity Donbied

e does not believe that the Russians
have yet attained nuclear weapons pasity
although he
conceded that they might consider that
pmty and even supcnonty were within
reach woen weapons now in the develop-
ment and testmg provrams were de-

with the United States,

ployu

Admiral Turner sees n r:radual eroslon
In the military balance of powsr batween

the United States and the Soyiet Union.

This is particularly true, he said, in inter-
national perception of. the growth of the
Soviet Navy into a force able to.project |
power into areas as far awa.y as i.he In-

-dian Ocean.

A century ago Czarlst Russxa deployed :
fleets in the Mediterranean Sea and in
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. so -there|:
is nothing particularly new about Russia| .
23 a naval power, he commented. The|
Russians, he believes,think in terms of{.
- 19th-century power. and are building mili-|.
tary forces, both conventional and nu-|.
clear; that will compensate for theu- eco-‘ :.
nomxc and political weaknesses, i

“In ground forces, he. said, fthey have :
missile
strength and :this” has- contributed to a

Wm&eab& 20054011 2y
me measurements, from reality. Soviet|:

~should not be|’
measmed m terms of tank against tank

expanded tank,” amllery and

tank strength, he said,’
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SOVIET ARNS BULDUP-
SEENBYC.1ACHIER

o e¢al leverage in the world has not yet

‘Political Ioss of Leverave Seen . ;‘ .

Admiral Turner believes that the Umted
Btates can and will be able to redrows
the ercsion of power because the Ameri-
can people are seeing a need to. do- s0.
He also fecls that the Soviet loss of politi--

. been ;rr'mped by Americans. Whatever
progress the Soviet Union makes militari-
Iy inust be set against political losses,
he said.

“They lost Indonesia and Egypt,” he
saxd and he belizves that Soviet influence
But, like Imperial Ger-
- many, he said, the Soviet Union covets

The military buildup, he said, should

the United States is required to institute
a military program to meet the Soviet
challenge, but should devote resources
and -attention to the problems raised by
.nowet mxh tary expar's;on )
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